HEDONISM AND EVOLUTIONISM.              171

Psychologically, it seems to be best supported (a) fiom the
> by Schopenhauer's doctrine of will or desire as an IS^of
incessant painful striving, pleasure being merely *)lcasure'
the negative of this pain, and always coming short
of completely satisfying it. But this position in-
volves a double error in psychological analysis, and
is relinquished even by Hartmann, though he still
regards pleasure as in all cases satisfaction of desire.
Desire is itself merely a secondary or derived fact
in human nature, consequent on the inhibition of
volitional energy.1 The pleasures we call passive
are independent of it; and those which attend upon
activity, but are not themselves part of the end of
action, are also enjoyed without being striven after
in order to satisfy a want. Further, it is a mistake
to look upon the pleasure of attainment as a mere
negation of the pain of desire. The painful element
in desire comes from the inhibition of the attempted
realisation of an ideal object. In unsatisfied de-
sires, it is true, the pain is in proportion to the
strength of the restrained longing. But, if the
inhibition is overcome, the pain is not equal to the
strength of the desire, but only to the amount of
opposition that has to be conquered in satisfying
it. Hence, not only are there other pleasures than
those of satisfied desire, but even the pleasure got
from such satisfaction is something more than a mere
recompense for the pain accompanying the desire

1 Of. Sully, Pessimism, p. 216.